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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). tn no event however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-18 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-3,5 and 8-18 is/are rejected. 

7) 13 Claim(s) 4,6 and 7 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 13 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 25 June 2003 is/are: a)I3 accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following infornnalities: the term 
"dentation" is not a word found in the English language. While the applicant is permitted 
to be his/her own lexicographer, this term is confusing because it is similar to 
"indentation" which is not indicative of the feature being claimed. Thus, the term should 
be changed to more accurately describe the feature being disclosed. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1 , 6, and 8 objected to because of the following informalities: 

"the vehicle occupant" should be -a vehicle occupant- {claim2, lines 8-9); 
"said anchor portions extending from said first and second ends" should be -an 
anchor portion extending from each of said first and second ends- (claim 6, lines 3-4); 
"the intersection" should be -an intersection- (claim 8, lines 3-4). 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112. second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
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regards as the invention. Where applicant acts as his or her own lexicographer to 
specifically define a term of a claim contrary to its ordinary meaning, the written 
description must clearly redefine the claim term and set forth the uncommon definition 
so as to put one reasonably skilled in the art on notice that the applicant intended to so 
redefine that claim term. Process Control Corp. v. HydReclaim Corp., 190 F.3d 1350, 
1357, 52 USPQ2d 1029. 1033 (Fed. Cir. 1999). The term "dentation" in claim 5 is used 
by the claim to mean "a protrusion in a surface", while it sounds similar to "indentation", 
which has the accepted meaning of "a recess in a surface." The term is indefinite 
because the specification does not clearly redefine the term. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. Claims 1-3 and 8-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wong et al. (2002/01 25705A1 ) in view of RIckabus (5,931 ,525). In regards to 
claims 1 and 16-18, Wong et al. disclose an apparatus comprising a modular headllner 
assembly (can be seen In figure 2) for a vehicle (#12) having a side structure (including 
doors #17, 19) and a roof (including roof rail #36), the headllner assembly comprising a 
headllner (#110), an inflatable vehicle occupant protection device (#28) inflatable away 
from the vehicle roof into a position between the side structure of the vehicle and a 
vehicle occupant (can be seen in figure 1), a fill tube (#26) having a portion located in 
the Inflatable vehicle occupant protection device (best seen in figure 1), a support 
device (including envelope #146 and tabs #66) having a portion adapted to clamp 
around a portion of the fill tube to connect the fill tube and the inflatable vehicle 
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occupant protection device to tlie support device (portion of #146 at end of airbag 
cushion that is connected to fill tube), a first connector (#71) for connecting the support 
device to the vehicle to initially connect the modular headliner assembly to the vehicle, 
and a second threaded connector (including #68, 70) extendable through the support 
device to fixedly connect the modular headliner assembly to the vehicle (best seen in 
figure 4). Wong et al. do not disclose a hand grip. Rickabus teaches an apparatus 
comprising a modular headliner assembly (best seen in figures 2, 6) for a vehicle having 
a side structure and a roof (inherent), the headliner assembly comprising a headliner 
(#52), a support device (including #50), a grab handle (#10) having a portion extendable 
through the headliner and into the support device (including #44, 46), the grab handle 
being able to releasably interconnect with the support device to connect the grab handle 
and the support device to the headliner (best seen in figures 2, 6), a first connector 
(#72) for connecting the support device to the vehicle to initially connect the modular 
headliner assembly to the vehicle, and a second threaded connector (#70) extendable 
through the support device and the grab handle to fixedly connect the modular headliner 
assembly to the vehicle (best seen in figures 2, 6). It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time that the invention was made to modify the apparatus of 
Wong et al. such that it comprised a handgrip as claimed in view of the teachings of 
Rickabus so as to aid in getting into and out of the vehicle, as is commonly known in the 
art. 

In regards to claim 2, Wong et al. disclose the first connector comprising a push- 
in connector (#71) and the second connector comprising a threaded fastener (#68). 
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In regards to claim 3, Wong et al. disclose the push-in connector (#71) being 
formed together with the support device (#66, 146). Wong et al. does not specifically 
disclose the push-in connector and the support device being a single piece or being 
made of molded plastic. With respect to the push-in connector and the support device 
being a single piece, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time that 
the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Wong et al. such that it comprised 
the push-in connector and the support device as a single piece as claimed since it has 
been held that forming in one piece an article which has formerly been formed in two 
pieces and put together involves only routine skill in the art. Howard v. Detroit Stove 
Works, 150 U.S. 164 (1893). Further, forming them as a single piece would aid in 
transporting the module to the automobile assembly plant and would aid in installation 
of the module. With respect to the plastic material, it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time that the invention was made to modify the push-in connector 
and support device of Wong et al. such that they comprised plastic as claimed since it 
has been held to be within the general skill of a worker In the art to select a known 
material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of obvious design 
choice. Further, the use of plastic would ensure durability and moisture-resistance at a 
low cost. With respect to the molded formation, the method of forming the device is not 
germane to the issue of patentability. Therefore, this limitation has not been given 
patentable weight. 

In regards to claim 8, Wong et al. disclose the inflatable vehicle occupant 
protection device (#28) and the fill tube (#26), when connected to the vehicle, extending 
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along an intersection of the side structure of the vehicle and the vehicle roof (best seen 
in figure 1). 

In regards to claims 9 and 15, Wong et al. disclose an inflation fluid source, 
namely an inflator (#24), which provides inflation fluid for inflating the inflatable vehicle 
occupant protection device. 

In regards to claim 10, Wong et al. disclose the inflatable vehicle occupant 
protection device (#28) being an inflatable curtain (best seen in figure 1 in inflated state) 
having a stored position extending along the side structure adjacent the roof of the 
vehicle (best seen in figure 2 in stores state), the inflatable curtain being inflated away 
form the vehicle roof into the position between the side structure of the vehicle and a 
vehicle occupant (best seen in figure 1 ). 

In regards to claim 1 1 , Wong et al. disclose the inflation fluid source (#24) being 
in fluid communication with the fill tube (#26), and, when actuated, providing inflation 
fluid to the fill tube, the fill tube directing the inflation fluid into the inflatable curtain (#28) 
to inflate the inflatable curtain (paragraph 0057). 

In regards to claims 12 and 13, Wong et al. disclose the inflatable curtain {#28), 
when inflated, extending along the side structure of the vehicle between an A-pillar 
(#34) and a C-pillar (not labeled), and overlying at least a portion of the A-pillar, a B- 
plilar (#33), and the C-pillar of the vehicle (paragraph 0058). 

In regards to claim 14, Wong et al. disclose a sensor (including #20) for sensing 
a vehicle condition for which deployment of the inflatable curtain is desired, the sensor 
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actuating the inflation fluid source to provide inflation fluid to inflate the inflatable curtain 
(paragraph 0057). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 4, 6, and 7 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in Independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

7. Claim 5 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art nfiade of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Allardyce et al. disclose a grab handle assembly. Tietze 
discloses a grab handle assembly and airbag module with multiple connectors. Slota et 
al. disclose an airbag module, support device, grab handle, and multiple connectors. 
Ronne et al. disclose an airbag module with temporary and fixed connectors. Though 
not prior art, Tajima et al. disclose a modular headliner assembly including a headliner, 
airbag module, support device, grab handle, and connectors. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Laura B Rosenberg whose telephone number is (703) 
305-3135. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00am-3:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Dickson can be reached on (703) 308-2089. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Information about the PAIR system, see http://palr-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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